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Before the
FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS

washington, D.C.

In the Matter of

New Service Reporting Requirements
Under Price Cap Regulation

REPLY COMMENTS OF U S WEST COMMUNICATIONS, INC.

U S WEST Communications, Inc. ("U S WEST"), through its

undersigned counsel, hereby files these Reply Comments in the

above-captioned rUlemaking proceeding.

In its Notice of Proposed Rulemaking, , the Federal

communications Commission ("Commission") proposed to (a) reduce

the frequency with which price cap carriers must file reports on

new services2 from a quarterly to an annual basis, and (b)

terminate the obligation to file such reports for a new service

after the second annual report following the incorporation of that

service into the price cap indexes. 3

'New Service Reporting Requirements Under Price Cap
Regulation, CC Docket No. 92-275, Notice of Proposed Rulemaking,
8 FCC Rcd. 438 (1993) ("NPRM").

2The Commission order initiating price cap regulation for
local exchange carriers ("LEC") required the LECs to project the
net revenue impact of a new service at the time the initial tariff
for such service is filed, and to submit quarterly reports
beginning six months after the new service is initiated comparing
actual operating results with the earlier net revenue projections.
Policy and Rules Concerning Rates for Dominant Carriers, CC Docket
No. 87-313, Second Report and Order, 5 FCC Rcd. 6786, 6825 ~ 315
and n.416, ~~ 316-21 (1990).

3See NPRM, 8 FCC Rcd. at 438-39 ~~ 2-No.ofCopitsrec'd /I! I/­
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Of the eleven parties who submitted comments,4 none opposed

the changes proposed by the Commission in the NPRM. Some

commenters went one step further, asserting that these new services

reports have become unnecessary altogether. 5 U S WEST agrees with

these commenters. The new services reports were intended to aid

the Commission in its evaluation of the accuracy of carrier

forecasts supporting net revenue projections for new services. In

a recent decision, however, the Commission eliminated the net

revenue test for new services under price caps.6 Without the net

revenue test, the need for submitting the type of information

contained in the new services reports essentially disappears.

If the Commission nonetheless decides to continue to require

new services reporting, then U S WEST agrees that reporting on an

annual basis is preferable to a quarterly reporting requirement.

U S WEST also supports the suggestion submitted by other parties

4Amer itech Operating Companies ("Ameritech"), American
Telephone and Telegraph Company ("AT&T"), The Bell Atlantic
Telephone Companies, BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc.
("BellSouth"), GTE Service corporation, et al., New England
Telephone and Telegraph Company and New York Telephone Company
("NYNEX"), Rochester Telephone Corporation, The Southern New
England Telephone Company ("SNET"), Southwestern Bell Telephone
Company ("Southwestern Bell") , United Telephone Companies, and
United States Telephone Association.

5Amer itech at 1; BellSouth at 2; NYNEX at 2; Southwestern Bell
at 2. See also AT&T at 2; SNET at 1.

6Amendments of Part 69 of the Commission's Rules Relating to
the Creation of Access Charge Subelements for Open Network
Architecture; Policy and Rules Concerning Rates for Dominant
Carriers, CC Docket Nos. 89-79, 87-313, Memorandum Opinion & Order
on Second Further Reconsideration, 7 FCC Red. 5235, 5237 ~ 12
(1992) .



that only one annual report
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rather than the three annual

reports contemplated by the~ -- be required. 7 Since any new

service is included in price cap indexing after its first year,

there is no good reason to require additional reporting after the

annual report for that first year.

Respectfully sUbmitted,

U S WEST communications, Inc.

By: ~B~---
1020 19th Street, N.W.
Suite 700
Washington, D.C. 20036
303-896-2200

Its Attorney

April 13, ~993

7~ BellSouth at 3; Southwestern Bell at 3; SNET at 2.
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I, Rebecca Ward, do hereby certify on this 13th day of

April, 1993, that I have caused a copy of the foregoing REPLY

COMMENTS OF U S WEST COMMUNICATIONS, INC. to be served via first

class united States mail, postage prepaid, upon the persons named

on the attached service list.



Tariff Division (2 copies)
Federal Communications

Commission
Room 518
1919 M street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20554
(By Hand)

International Transcription
Service

Suite 140
2100 M Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20037
(By Hand)

Floyd S. Keene
Michael S. Pabian
Ameritech Operating companies
Room 4H76
2000 West Ameritech Center Dr.
Hoffman Estates, IL
60196-1025

Francine J. Berry
Robert J. McKee
Michael C. Lamb
American Telephone and

Telegraph Company
295 North Maple Avenue
Room 3244J1
Basking, Ridge, NJ 07920

Michael D. Lowe
Lawrence W. Katz
The Bell Atlantic Telephone

Companies
1710 H Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20006

William B. Barfield
Richard M. Sbaratta
BellSouth

Telecommunications, Inc.
Suite 1800
1155 Peachtree Street, NE
Atlanta, GA 30367-6000

Gail L. Polivy
GTE Service corporation
1850 M Street, N.W.
suite 1200
Washington, D.C. 20036

Josephine S. Trubek
Rochester Telephone

Corporation
180 South Clinton Avenue
Rochester, NY 14646

James E. Taylor
Richard C. Hartgrove
Thomas A. Pajda
Southwestern Bell

Telephone Company
1010 Pine street
Room 2114
st. Louis, MO 63101

Jay C. Keithley
United and Central

Telephone Companies
1850 M Street, N.W.
Suite 1100
Washington, D.C. 20036



craig T. smith
united and Central

Telephone companies
P.O. Box 11315
Kansas City, MO 64112

Martin T. McCue
Linda Kent
united states Telephone

Association
900 19th street, N.W.
suite 800
washington, D.C. 20006-2105

Rochelle D. Jones
The Southern New England

Telephone Company
227 Church street
New Haven, CT 06506-1806

Patrick A. Lee
Deborah Haraldson
New England Telephone and

Telegraph Company and
New York Telephone
Company

120 Bloomingdale Road
White Plains, NY 10605


